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Sir: 

This is submitlcd in response to the Examiner's Answer m ailed April 22, 2003. Before 
getting into ihe merits^ Appellant petitions the Commissioner to exercise his supervisory 
mithority and direct the Exatniner to either again reopen prosecution to permit Appellant to 
respond to the new citation first applied in this Answer or to direct the Examiner to revtJiC his 
answer by withdrawing this citation. 

This action clearly emphasizes the inequity in the present prauticc in many Examining 
Units to not fully search a new case or clearly express the full tenns of the basis for rejection in 
the first Office Action, Then when applieantii reply the Examiners frequently more fully explain 
their position, but refuse entry of proposed amendments on the basis that a new search is 
required in spite of the MPEP's directive that the examiners search not only what is claimed but 
might reasonably be expected to be claimed. 

The Examiner, for the first time in his present brief is now claiming that parallel strands 
are twisted relying on a dictionary definition never beft>re applied. This simply is not fair, 
particularly in view of the complete prosecution in this case. Therefore the Examiner should not 
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be permitted to rely oti the new citation wheri Appellant has no right of umendment. 

Appellant wishes to reply, but should riot be forced to consider new citations unless 
prosecution is reopened. Appellant requests therefore supervisory review beyond tlie conferees 
of the Brief on this point and a ^Laying of the time for reply until this issue is rcsolved. 

Respcctf ul 1 y a ubmitted. 
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